PRODUCTION  AND  THE  IDEOLOGICAL  SUPERSTRUCTURE
From all these accumulated considerations it is
evident that the second, the third and the fourth pro-
positions in Marx's formula must be untenable. We
may let the second pass in a restricted sense, admitting
that the economic system of a society is the real basis
of all legal, political and intellectual phenomena, in so
far as these phenomena cannot exist independent of it;
we may even call them a superstructure upon the eco-
nomic system, just as we may call the plants a super-
structure upon the soil, but not in the sense in which
Marx and his followers wish it to be understood. As
the plants are created out of the soil but not by the soil,
so the ideological superstructure is erected -upon the
economic system but not created by it. We may also
admit that some of the forces of social consciousness
correspond to a certain mode of production, but by no
means all of them. Only those forms of social con-
sciousness that are directly connected with production,
assume a special character which corresponds to it.
They constitute, however, only a part of the cultural
and intellectual life of a period, and not always the
essential and decisive part. Within these limits the
second proposition may be accepted. If, however, the
words " superstructure " and " forms of consciousness "
are understood in the comprehensive sense in which
Marx clearly wished them to be accepted, then the
proposition is false. It is practically impossible to
demonstrate the dependence of all intellectual life on
the conditions of production, because no serious scientific
investigation of the intricate phenomena and of the
countless causal inter-connections in life and history
is possible. But whereas it is impossible to prove the
theory, it is very easy to refute it, and in numerous
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